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An open letter to nonsmokers: 

How much' of your money should go to the "war on smokers?" 


We want to raise a question about smoking that nons mokers must answer. 

And since it has to do with the proper use of your money, we think you'll be 
interested. 

And the question is: 

Of the money you contribute voluntarily to health organizations, how 
much of it should be spent on "educating" or "propagandizing" smokers -- and how 
much should go to research on diseases which, while frequently charged to smoking, 
nevertheless still affect nonsmokers as well as smokers? 

An example: 

We asked people what part of each dollar they contributed to a well-known 
health organization went to research'. The answers averaged 45 cents. The real 
answer, however, is 2.3 cents. 

This same health organization spends a good deal more (about 28+) on 
"educating" or "propagandizing" smokers. To give them their due, they are honestly 
convinced that smoking is at least one of the major causes of, or at least a con¬ 
tributing factor to, their particular disease. 

Having given them their due, there are still at least three problems 


with their method that we see: 1.00504*780*2 

1. It would be hard to find a smoker who needs to be "educated" about 
the "dangers" of smoking. The Surgeon General's "Warning Notice," carried on every 
ad and pack of cigarettes, is probably the most widely-published group of words in 


history. 


2. By their own assessment, the money spent on "educating" is largely 
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down the drain since it has failed to persuade any sizeable number of smokers. 

3. While everybody is out "educating" smokers, who is minding the shop, 
or better, who is minding the laboratory? Who is trying to find out the real cause 
of the disease which, after all, cannot be smoking when it strikes nonsmokers. 

We think the problem is bigger than the money. 

It is that this diversion of funds creates a climate of opinion, a 
climate that says, "Let's attack the smoker," instead of "Let's attack the disease." 
And this climate ends not merely in the potential harm to honest research, but to 
a hostility between' smokers and anti-smokers which ultimately poisons all of 
society. In threatening and repressing the freedom of choice of smokers, it 
threatens the freedom of all. 

And the only voice that can stop this inexorable trend is that of the 
uninvolved and objective nonsmoker. 

And we think that's you. 

The Tobacco Institute 
Freedom of choice is the best choice. 
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